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ism'. Islamic socialism, or just Islam, provides the material
for a Muslim fascist movement which we shall study later.
To maintain that Islam already is socialism, so that no
more progress is either necessary or desirable, is done some-
times simply by stating it and reiterating it. If it is repeated
often enough, and if one is vague enough about either Islam
or socialism or both, in the end it is believed. Or, the great
trinity of zakah, mlrath, riba\ is pointed out with a flourish.
Again, the Qur'anic injunctions against hoarding wealth,
against unkindness, etc., are paraded. One writer even draws
parallels between the treaty of Hudaybiyah and that of Brest-
Litovsk81. Another man opens his lecture with the words:
" The holy prophet of Islam was the greatest socialist the
world has ever known. He did not like to call his followers
his disciples, but called them * ashab' which means com-
rades "82. Some draw attention to the objectives of the two
movements: universal brotherhood, justice and equality for
all, encouragement of learning, etc.
Like those who said that Islam is naturalism, but were
afraid that some might turn to naturalism, and call it Islam,
so these folk have no desire that the youth should take them
at their word, and adopt true socialism, and say " this is
Islam". Consequently there are many ready to point out
that in some respects socialism is un-Islamic, and where the
two systems differ Islam is by far the better. One writer
devotes several hundred pages to the similarities of Islam and
Communism (brotherhood, justice, race equality, inter-
nationalism, etc.), then another hundred or so to their "main
difference " (concerning the existence of God and the reli-
gious basis of morality) ; and then feels that before he closes
he must point out a few minor differences, which are all to
Islam's advantage : for instance, IsISm recognizes private
property (though conceives of it as a trust from God, hence
not absolutely at the disposal of the owner), it does not
recognize a class struggle . . . and so on88.
The trustee theory of property proffered by these Muslims
is identical with that held by GandhiM and other Hindus
and by untold multitudes of bourgeois Christians. The em-